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REMARKS 

Claims 1-9 and 11-14 are pending in this application. By the 
above amendment, claims 11 and 14 have been canceled. 

The Office Action dated December 20, 2004, has been received 
and reviewed. Each issue raised therein is addressed below. 

INITIALED PTO-1449 

As an initial matter, it is noted that an IDS was filed on 
March 31, 2004, and supplemented on April 28, 2004, with a revised 
form PTO-1449. An initialed copy of the form PTO-1449 has not yet 
been returned. It is respectfully submitted that an initialed form 
PTO-1449, showing that references JP 11-95729 and JP 2001-56664 
have been considered by the examiner, be provided at the examiner's 
earliest convenience . 

ALLOWABLE SUBJECT MATTER 

Claims 11 and 13 were objected to, but were indicated to be 
allowable if amended to include the limitations of their base 
claims. By the above amendment, claim 1 has been amended to 
include the limitations of claim 11. Claim 1, and its dependent 
claims 2-6 are therefore believed to be allowable. Claim 13 has 
been amended to include the limitations of claim 12 and is 
therefore also believed to be allowable. 

Claim 12 has been amended to require that a scanning signal 



11 



Appl. No. 10/092,255 

line driving circuit carries out selection scanning with respect to 
a scanning signal line of a pixel to be scanned first and a 
scanning signal line of a pixel to be scanned next of said pair of 
adjacent pixels in the direction of data signal lines at the same 
time , to drive the switching elements of said pair of adjacent 
pixels at the same time. This limitation is similar to the 
limitation of former claim 11, and it is believed that claim 12 is 
allowable in view of this amendment for substantially the same 
reasons as claim 11. 

Claims 7 and 8 have also been amended to include the 
limitation "wherein said scanning signal line driving circuit 
carries out selection scanning of respective scanning signal lines 
of the pair of adjacent pixels in the direction of the data signal 
lines at the same time to drive the switching elements of the pair 
of pixels at the same time." It is believed that this limitation 
renders claim 7 and 8 allowable for substantially the same reasons 
that claim 11 was found to be allowable. Claim 9 depends from 
claim 8 and is submitted to be allowable for the same reasons as 
claim 8 . 

CONCLUSION 

Each issue raised in the Office Action dated December 20, 
2004, has been addressed, and it is believed that claims 1-9, 12 
and 13 are in condition for allowance. Wherefore, reconsideration 
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and allowance of these claims is earnestly solicited. 

Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be 
resolved in the present application, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to contact Scott Wakeman (Reg. No. 37,750) at the 
telephone number of. the undersigned below, to conduct an interview 
in an effort to expedite prosecution in connection with the present 
application. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, 
concurrent, and future replies, to charge payment or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any additional fees 
required under 37 C.F.R. §§ 1.16 or 1.17; particularly, extension of 
time fees. 




Respectfully submitted, 
BIRCH, SJElfiART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 
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